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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . A careful review of the claims necessitated tlie rejections below. 

Claim Interpretation 

2. Jepsen claims are read as the entire preamble is prior art, the improvement 
being the only aspect the examiner searches. The results of the search are sometimes 
not in the same field of endeavor as the invention for that reason. In the present case, 
until the improvement brings in language regarding manipulations of flight infomiation or 
reservations it is just seen as a database claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 44, 63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 63 recites the limitation "the previously checked reservation". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

This claim may more properly depend from claim 62. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 25, 26. 31 , 33, 35, 37, 38, 42, 45, 46, 51 , 53, 55, 57, 58, 61 are rejected 

under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee et al (2002/0099649). 

As per Claim 25. 

Lee et al ('649) discloses: 

coordinating access to the database to acquire data for operations therewith and 
scheduling said operations, see paragraph (0076 the OWM is used to control and 
manipulate potentially fraudulent orders which may be sequenced for handling); 

returning the data to the database after operations are performed thereto to a 
predetermined location within the database, to thereby update the database, see 
paragraph (0077 the representative can hold accept or reject the order or use fraud 
estimation by the computer model, see (0043) and figure 4 to outsort suspect 
transactions). 

As per Claim 26, 46. 

Lee et al ('649) further discloses the predetermined location is a queue and the 
data is present in the form of a multiplicity of batches, see figures 6 and 1 3. 

As per Claim 31, 42, 51, 61. 

Lee et al ('649) further discloses the process steps are effected remotely of the 
database, see figure 2 (114, 102). 

As per Claim 33. 

Lee et al ('649) discloses: 

means for coordinating access to the database to acquire data for operations 
therewith and scheduling said operations, see paragraph (0076 the OWM is used to 
control and manipulate potentially fraudulent orders which may be sequenced for 
handling); 

means for returning the data to the database after operations are performed 
thereto to a predetermined location within the database, to thereby update the 
database, see paragraph (0077 the representative can hold accept or reject the order or 
use fraud estimation by the computer model, see (0043) and figure 4 to outsort suspect 
transactions). 

As per Claim 35, 55. 

Lee et al (*649) further discloses means for checking for suspicious names, see 
paragraphs (0300-0302). 
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As per Claim 37, 57. 

Lee et al ('649) further discloses means for distributing data across the database, 
see figure 2 (108, 112) rules and rules engine to sort transactions into, see figure 13. 
multiple databases to distribute the data across the databases to prevent data from 
becoming concentrated in any particular location within the database. 

As per Claim 38, 58. 

Lee et al ('649) further discloses means for checking for duplicates, see table 3 
(100) and paragraph (0207). 

As per Claim 45. 

Lee et al ('649) discloses: 

coordinating access to the database to acquire data for operations therewith and 
scheduling said operations, see paragraph (0076 the OWM is used to control and 
manipulate potentially fraudulent orders which may be sequenced for handling); 

returning the data to the database after operations are performed thereto to a 
predetermined location within the database, to thereby update the database, see 
paragraph (0077 the representative can hold accept or reject the order or use fraud 
estimation by the computer model, see (0043) and figure 4 to outsort suspect 
transactions); 

checking for duplicates, see table 3 (100) and paragraph (0207). 

As per Claim 53. 

Lee et al C649) discloses: 

means for coordinating access to the database to acquire data for operations 
therewith and scheduling said operations, see paragraph (0076 the OWM is used to 
control and manipulate potentially fraudulent orders which may be sequenced for 
handling); 

means for returning the data to the database after operations are performed 
thereto to a predetermined location within the database, to thereby update the 
database, see paragraph (0077 the representative can hold accept or reject the order or 
use fraud estimation by the computer model, see (0043) and figure 4 to outsort suspect 
transactions); 

means for checking for duplicates, see table 3 (100) and paragraph (0207). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 27, 36, 47, 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lee et al (2002/0099649). 

As per Claims 27, 36, 47, 56. 

Lee et al ('649) does not specifically disclose increasing sizes of the batch in 
response to increasing levels of process activity. 

Official Notice is taken that if processing activity increases, and the percentage of 
questionable transactions remains the same, that it is mathematically inevitable that the 
number of transactions outsorted into the queue would increase. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made that the batch sizes would increase in size in response to 
increasing processing activity as a mathematical inevitability. 

6. Claims 28, 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lee et al (2002/0099649) in view of Quinn (3,688,276). 

As per Claims 28, 48. 

Lee et al ('649) does not specifically disclose printing a ticket. 

Quinn ('276) teaches it is old and well known in the reservation arts to print a 
ticket to allow the purchaser access to the desired event, see column 2, lines 2-1 1 . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to print a ticket as a confirmation of purchase for the 
benefit of allowing the purchaser access to the desired event. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 29, 30, 34, 49, 50, 54, 63 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas A. Dixon whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6803. The examiner can nomially be reached on Monday - Thursday 6:30 - 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571) 272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned Is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free), f 
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Primary Examiner 
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